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ADULTERATION— 
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of metropolitan police district—Metropolitan Police Courts Acts 
1839 (2 & 3 Vict. c. 71), s. 47—Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 
& 39 Vict. co. 63), s. 26—Margarine Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 29) 
gs. 11, 12.—Reg. v. Titterton, 2.3B.D., W.R, 603 


Charged by will upon testator’s estate—Inland Revenue—Legacy 
duty on succession duty payable—8 & 9 Vict. c. 76, s. 4—45 Geo. 
> c. 28, 8. 4.—De Hoghton v. De Hoghton, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 

WJ. 584 
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49), ss. 19, 24.—Kent County Council and Sandgate Local Board, 
Arbitration Re, a.B.D., §,J. 505; W.R. 601 

2. Stay of proceedings—Submission to arbitration—Summons for 
extension of time to deliver defence—‘‘ Step in the ae Pan 

Arbitration Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), s. 4.—Bartlett v. Ford’s 
Hotel Co., arp. WR, 453 


ATTACHMENT— 
See Bankruptcy, 12; Contempt; Solicitor, 1 
BAILMENT— 
Bailee—Negligence of stranger—Right of action by bailee— 
Measure ae Galea —Seen v. Hand-in-Hand Fire Insurance 
Society, 0.B.D.,.§.J. 672 


BANKRUPTCY— 
1, Act of Bankruptcy—Title of trustee—Goods taken in execu- 
tion—Seizure by sheriff—Possession by sheriff for twenty-one 
days—Computation of time—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
¢. 71), s. 1.—North, Re, Hasluck, Fx parte, arr., §.J. 560 
2. Company—Petition by liquidator of a limited company— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 8. 4 ex ptcy 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 1—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1890 (8 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 10 (1)—Companies {Winding ws Act, 
1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 58), s. 1—Bankruptcy notice containing two 
judgments.— Bassett, Re, Lewis, Ex parte, skoy., W.R, 427 

3. Deed of assignment—Right of trustee of deed to remuneration 
—Discretion of official receiver.—Foster, Re, Official Receiver, Ea 
parte, Bkoy., W.R. 428 

4. Dischar, ‘‘Misdemeanour or felony connected with the 
bankruptcy ’—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 8 (2). 
Hedley, Re, Board of Trade, Ex parte, Bkoy., W.R. 464 

5. udulent preference—Conveyance with intent to defeat and 
delay creditors—Conversion of bankrupt’s business into a limited 
> Wye ew rights of creditors of the bankrupt ~ of 

e li com .—Carey, Re, Jeffries, Ex parte, Bxoy., 8.J. 
641; WR.605 . . ss 

6. Joint debt—Order for costs in administration action made in 
favour of three plaintiffs—Death of one plaintiff—Petition brought 
by the two-survivors.— Tucker, Re, app., 8,J. 640 

7. Landlord and tenant—Distress—‘‘ Rent accrued due prior to 
date of order of adjudication” —Bankruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
















































Vict. c. 52), s. 42 (1).—Smith and Hartogs, Re, Oficial Receiver, Ka 
parte, BKoY., §.J, 672 
8. Landlord and tenant—Distress for rent—Apportionment— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 9 (1), 42 0) 
Schedule Ir., r. 19— Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 
28—Apportionment Act, 18 0 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 35), 8. 4.—Howell, 
Re, Mandleburg, Ex parte, BKCY., 8.J. 452; W.R. 447 
9. Pension of retired officer of Indiun Army—Order of court to 
set aside part of pension—Discretion of the ey 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 53, sub-section 2—Indian - 
sions Act, 1871, ss. 11 & 12.—Saunders, Re, Saunders, Ex parte, 
BKCY., §.J. 542; app. §.J. 640 a : ; a ‘ 
10. Scheme of arrangement—Rejection of proof on j en 
debt—Release of debtor—‘‘ Debts provable in tenkvaptoy he Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. oc. 52), s. 18, sub-section 
8; s. 37, sub-section 3.—Seaton v. Deerhurst, arp., W.R. 436 
11. Sheriff—County court-—Seizure—Payment made under exe- 
cution—‘‘To avoid sale”—Pa:; t to the sheriff made by a 
stranger—-Negligence of sheriff—Notice pod ge teag to the execu- 
tion creditor—County Court Rules, 1889, ord. 2, r. 32—Bankruptcy 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), 8. 11, sub-section 2.—Bower v. Hett, a 
Q.B.D., §.J. 486; W.R, 557; app., 8.J. 669 : 
12. Sheriff —Practice—Garnishee—Money in hands of sheriff— 
Judgment for payment of money into court—Modes of enforcing 
—Fraudulent breach of trust—Debt or liability incurred—Costs— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 ss & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 30, sub-section 1— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 11, sub-section 2— 
R. 8 é., 1883, ord. 42, rr. 3,4; ord. 45, r. 1.—Greer, Re, Napper 
iN Undlodacgel baakveps-ddtee-angee pospeet—Laneo 
13. Undi t— acq pro — - 
holds—Transactions before irventien of trustee—Disclaimer— 
Vendor and purchaser—Bankruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 
ss. 44, 54, 55, 168.—Clayton and Barclay’s Contract, Re, CH.D. 
cHITTy, J., 8.J. 503; W.R. 549 
See also Married Woman, 1; Will, 11 


BETTING— 
See Gaming, 1 ‘ 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 

1. Cheque—“ Fictitious or non-existent” payee—Effect of— 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61), s. 7, sub-section 
3.—Clutton v. Attenborough, 9.B.D., 8.J, 639 

2. Delivery with parol agreement—Immediate parties.— Henry v. 
Smith, Q.B.D., 8.J. 559 


BILL of SALE— 

1. Husband and wife—Furniture—Gift by husband to wife— 
Ap t ion—-Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), 
es. 3, 4. ithers v. Berry, 2.B.D., 8.J. 559 

2. Licence to use yard for i ‘Lien on Bills 
of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), ss. 3, 4—Bills of Sale Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 43), s. 9.—Spencer v. Midland Railway Co. 
Q.B.D., §.J. 506 

3. Satisfaction—Subsequent bill of sale—Judgment creditor 
setting up satisfied bill of sale.—Williams v. Rymer, MARYLEBONE 
COUNTY COURT, 8,J. 641 

4. Validity—Address of grantor—Club addres= given in bill of 
sale—True address in affidavit—Form in schedule—Bills of Sale 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. 0. 43), 8. 9. Dolcini v. Dolcini, 9.3.D., W.R. 
54 


2 

5. Validity—Deviation from statutory form—Covenant to pro- 
duce last receipts for rent, rates, taxes without power to 
seize for breach—Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. o. 43), ss. 
7, 9, and schedule.—Regan v. Hawthorn, Q.B.D., §.J. 471 


BUILDING SOCIETY— 
1. Alteration in rules—Validity.—Siath West Kent Building 
Society v. Shove, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 601 







2. wing powers—Release of security— Second mortgage— 
Ultra vires, Island Building Society v. Barclay, on.D. 
ROMER, J., W.R. 586; app., 8.J. 502 







3. Withdrawal of members—Repayment of advances—Instrument 





> 





4 DIGEST. — 






(ater) 








—_—__.. 





of dissolution—Priorities.— Botton v. City and Suburban Building 
Society, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 504 
See also Company, 1 


BURIAL— 

Vendor and purchaser—Union of Benefices Act, 1860 (23 & 24 
Vict. c. 142—Union of Benefices Amendment Act, 1871 (34 & 35 
Vict. c. 90)—Metropolitan Open Spaces Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 
34)—Disused Burial Grounds Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 72)— 

8 Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 32)—Sale of site of church.— 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners and New City of London Brewery’s Con- 
tract, CH.D, NORTH, J., W.R. 457 


1. Charitable purposes—Anti-vivisection society—Intention to 
benefit the community.—Voveaua’s Estate, Re, Cross v. London 
Anti-vivisection Society, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 671 

2. Gift to yacht club to provide a cup—Mortmain and Charitable 
Uses Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 42), 8. 13.—Nottage, Re, Jones v. 
Palmer, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 603; app., 8.J, 655 

3. Mortmain—Testator domiciled in colonies—Bequest to erect 
buildings in England—Mortmain Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 42).— 
Canterbury (Mayor of) v. Wyburn, P.c., W.R, 430 

See also Inland Revenue, 4; Will, 2. 


CHEQUE— 
See Bill of Exchange, 1. 


COMPANY— 

1. Building society—Unregistered company—Company of less 
than seven members—Winding-up order— Vendor pest por tn 
Jurisdiction—Sale by liquidator—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 
Vict. c. 89), s. 199.—Bowling & Welby’s Contract, Re, arp., WR. 417 

2. Cupital—Reduction—Form of order—Companies Act, 1867 
Ye & _ Vict. c. 131), s. 11.—Dizon & Co., Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 

. 58 
3. Company incorporated for benefit of one man—Indemnity to 

company in respect of debts to company—Principal and agent— 
Debentures.—Broderip v. Salomon, aPr., §,J. 522; W.R. 612 

4. Debenture—Execution creditor—Rights of—When complete. 
Taunton v. Warwickshire (Sheriff of), arp., 8.J. 522; W.R. 579 

5. Debenture—Floating security—Default in payment of inter- 
est—Subsequent issue of bonds—Priority.—Governments Stock 
Investment Co. v. Manila Railway Co. arv., §.J, 621 

6. Debenture-holders’ action—Practice—Form of order.— Parkin- 
son v. Wainwright, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 420 

7. Debenture-holder’s action—Practice—Declaration of charge. 
—Marweck v. Thurlow (Lord), oH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 
W.R. 493 

8. Director — Misfeasance-— Winding up — Presents made to 
director out of borrowed money—Consent of shareholders—* Pri- 
vate” company— Companies (Winding- up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
c. 63), 8. 10.—Newman & Co., Re, aPv., W.R, 483 

9. Shares—Issue of paid up shares—Registered contract—Pay- 
ment not in cash—lIllusory consideration—Companies Act, 1867 
(30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), s. 25.—Theatrical Trust, Re, Chapman's case, 
CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 553 

10. Placing shares—Brokerage— Ultra vires.— Metropoli- 
tan Coal Consumers Association v. Scrumgiour, app. §.J. 654 

11. Winding up—Officers of company—Auditor—Payment of 
dividends out of capital—Misfeasance—Companies (Winding-up) 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63). s. 10—Companies Act, 1879 (42 & 
43 Vict. c. 76), s. 7, sub-section 1.—London and General Bank, Re, 
apr., 8.J. 450; W.R. 481 

12. Winding up—Petitioning Creditor’s debt—Smallness of 
debt—Costs—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), ss. 
79, 80 82.—Standring & Co., Re, CH.D, VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. 
8.J. 603 

13. Winding up—Practice—Application to inspect file of pro- 
ceedings—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 150— 
General Order, November, 1862, order 58—Companies (Winding- 
up) Rules, April, 1892, rr. 11 and 32.—Standard Gold Mining Co., 
Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §,J. 672 

14. Winding up—Successful litigant — Costs of — Priority— 
Immediate payment—Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1890, r. 31. 
—London Metallurgical Co., Re, CH.D., VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 
W.R. 476 

15. Winding up—-Undivided profits—General assets— Preference 
So v. Smyrna Railway Co., CH.D., KEKEWICH, J., 

4 

16. Winding up—Undue preference—Payments made after 
winding-up petition—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), 
8. 153.—Repertvire Opera Co., Re, CH.D., VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 


* Bee also, Bankruptcy. 2, 5; Tramway, 1 


CONSENT— 


COPYHOLD— 








Mistake of fact—Setting aside ag mgr) ~ and debenture. © 





holders.— Huddersfield Banking Co. v. Lester & , APP., 8.3. 448, 
W.R. 567 
CONTEMPT— 3 

Writ of attachment—Su uent ement— Interference with © 


the process of the court—Validity of writ—Legality of arrest.— — 
Solicitor, A, Re, OH.D., NORTH, J., 8.J. 601 5 


CONTRACT— 


1. Agistment— Accident arising from negligence of agistor’s ser- — 
vant— too remote or not—Liability of agistor if accident ~ 
is a “‘natural consequence” of such negligence.—Halestrap y, © 
Gregory, Q.B.D., W.R. 507 : j 

2. Covenant—Liquidated damages Fenty ae 4 
Stipulation that tenant on conviction for any offence under the | 
Licensing Acts should thereupon pay £50 by way of liquidated © 
damages.— Ward v. Monaghan, a.B.D, §.J. 485; apr., 8.J. 670 

See also Frauds, Statute of ; Master and Servant, 1; Ship, 3. 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 


See Infant, 1; Mortgage, 3; Vendor and Purchaser, 3. 


Admittan ce—Right of lord to seize quousque—Proclamations— ~ 
Notice—Possession without admitting title—Copyhold beco 
freehold—Statutes of Limitations (3 & 4 Will. 2, c. 27—37 & 
Vict. c. 57).—Beighton v. Beighton, CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.3. 638 


COPYRIGHT— 


1, Infringement — Sporting paper—Selections of winners.— 
Chilton v. Progress Printing, &c., Co., APP., W.R. 456 : 

2. Newspaper—Stock exchange prices and quotations—Mali- | 
ciously securing breach of contract.—Hachange Telegraph Co. ¥. © 
Gregory, Q.B.D., §.J. 584 

3. Periodical—Series of separate stories under one general 
heading—aAuthor, when entitled to sue—Publication in periodical © 
only, not separately—Registration, when sufficient—‘‘ Book” — 
Copyright Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 45), ss. 2, 3, 18, 19.—Johnson v. © 
Newnes, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 572 

4. Sale of printing blocks—Licence—No assignment of copy- 7 
right—Injunction—Copyright Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 45), s. 18. 7 
—Cooper v. Stevens, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R, 444 a 


CORPORATION— 


See Local Government, 1 


CosTsS— 


See Bankruptcy, 6, 12; Company, 12, 14; County Court, 2, 3; 
Election Law; Married Women, 3; Metropolis, 5; Poor Law, 1; 
Practice, 3-6; Settled Land, 2; Solicitor, 2-7; Trustee, 4, 5 


COUNTY COURT— 


1. Admiralty jurisdiction—Appeal—Damage—Practice—Hearing 
by judge assisted by nautical assessors-—County Courts Admiralty 
Jurisdiction Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 71), 8. 10—County Courts 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), 8. 101.—T'ynwald, The, P.D. & A.D., 
W.R. 509 

2. Practice—Costs—Action ee cnr ges - tort—Personal 
injury to passenger on railway—Negligence of railway company— 
Sass thee £50 naaneueh-—-Crenia ae Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. 
c. 43), 8. 116,—Kelly v. Metropolitan Railway Co., aPP., 8.3. 447; 
W.R. 497 

3. Practice—Costs—Interpleader issue — ‘‘ Subject-matter ”— 
County Court Rules, 1889, ord. 50a, r. 12—Higher scale of costs, 
Column ©.—Studham v. Stanbridge, Q.3.D., W.R. 543 

4. Practice —Interpleader—Auctioneer—Commission — Separate 
claims in respect of the sale of the same house by two auctioneers— 
‘* Opposing or conflicting claims ”"—County Court Rules, 1889, ord. 
27, r. 18.—Greatorex v. Shackle, Q.B.D., §.J. 602 

See also Bankruptcy, 11 


CRIMINAL LAW— 


1. Brothel—Meaning of—House occupied by one woman who 
receives men for purposes of prostitution—House not frequented 
by other women—Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885 (48 & 49 
Vict. c. 69), s. 18, sub-section 1.—Singleton v. Ellison, Q.3.D., W.R. 
425 

2. Demand of money with menaces—Threat of accusation of im- 
moral conduct not amounting to crime—Larceny Act, 1861 (24 & 
25 Vict. c. 96), s. 44.—Reg. v. Tomlinson, 0.0.8., W.R. 544 

3. Libel—Form of indictment—Absence of averment of malice— 
Libel Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 96), s. 5.—Reg. v. Munslow, 0.0.B., 
W.R. 495 

4. Maintenance.—Grant v. Thompeon, Q.B.D., W.R. 446 
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DEEDS of ARRANGEMENT ACT— 
See Libel, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 1 


EASEMENT— ' ml ; P ‘ 
Right to e of air—Action for obstructing access of air 
premises hed 4 f eg ee ee grant. 
—Chastey v. Ackland, arr., §.J. 582 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS— 


See Insurance, 1 


ELECTION LAW— 

Election petition—Validity of election—Name on ballot-paper 
of person not a candidate—Safficient votes given to influence result 
—Negligence of returning officer— Liability to costs—Ballot Act, 
1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 33), 8. 13.—;Wilson v. Ingham, Q.B.D., W.R. 
621 

See also Local Government, 1 
FACTOR— 
See Sale of Goods, 1 
FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 

Contract—Agreement in consideration of marriage—Statement 
of consideration.—Hyre, Re, McAndrew v. Norris, CH.D. ROMER, J., 
§.J.485; W.R. 538 


GAMING— 

1, Betting—Place used for betting club—Betting among members 

—‘* Persons resorting thereto ’’—Betting Houses Act, 1853 (16 & 17 
Vict. c. 119), ss. 1, 2, 3.— Downes v. Johnson, Q.B.D., 8.J. 540; W.R. 
556 

2. Stock Exchange—Transactions in stocks and shares—-Deposit 
of securities as cover—Gaming and Wagering contract—Right to 
recover securities—8 & 9 Vict. c. 109, s. 18.—Strachan v. Universal 
Stock Exchange, arp. W.R. 611 

3. Stockbroker—Canada, Law of—8 & 9 Vict. c. 109.—Forget v. 
Ostigny, P.c. W.R. 590 

4. Unlawful game—‘‘ Baccarat chemin de fer ”’—33 Hen. 8, c. 9, 
s. 11—17 & 18 Vict. c. 38, s. 4—Lessor and lessee—Breach of cove- 
nant.—Fairtlough v. Whitmore, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R, 421 


GUARANTEE— 

Principal and surety—Provision for notice of withdrawal by 
obligors or their respective representatives—Death of obligor— 
Notice of death—Liability of estate—Express notice.—Silvester, 
Re, Midland Railway Co. v. Silvester, OH.D. ROMER, J., W.R, 443 


HIGHWAY— 

1. Extraordinary traffic—Mode of conducting traffic—Highways 
and Locomotives (Amendment) Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 77), s. 
23.— Wolverhampton (Mayor of) v. Salop County Council, Q.B.D., 
S.J. 469; W.R, 494 

2. Turnpike road—Statute—Closing panes rights of way—Effect 
of repeal as to rights of way closed thereunder.—Gwynne v. Dre- 
witt, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R, 551 


HUSBAND and WIFE— 

Voluntary separation—Offers to resume cohabitation ee wife— 
Alleged desertion—Lapse of years between ‘‘desertion” and 
application for maintenance.—Jones v. Jones, ane W.R. 424 

See also Bills of Sale, 1; InJand Revenue, 2 


INFANT— 

1. Will—Legacy—Interest—Advancement clause—Provision for 
maintenance—Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 (44 & 
45 Vict. c, 41), 8. 43.—Moody, Re, Woodroffe v. Moody, CH.D., KEKE- 
WICH, J., W.R, 462 

2. Will—Specific contingent 1 —Right to intermediate in- 
i gsesepamealttalams secs Pg Per Glass, arp., 8.J. 558 ; 

-R. 615 

See also Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


INJUNCTION— 

Practice—Suspension of by Court of fa lag suspension 
—Application to court of first instance.—Shelfer v. City of London 
Electric Lighting Co., arr., §.J. 583 

See also Co: pyright, 4; Landlord and Tenant, 5; Master and 

Servant, 1, 2; Principal and Agent 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1. Account duty—Marriage settlement of Widow—Children of 
former marriage— Voluntary disposition—Volunteers—Oustoms and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1881 (44 Vict. c, 12), s. 38—Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7), s. 11.—Attorney-General 
v. Jacobs-Smith, app., J, 538 

2. Income tax—Allowances—Public library—Urban suthority— 
* mgs the property of any Pope | or — institution ”— 
Public Libraries Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 58)—Income Tax Act, 
1842 (5 & 6 Vict. o. 35), s. 81, r. 6 Be A.).—Manchester 
(Mayor of) v. McAdam, arP., W.R. 4 

3. Income tax--Husband and ag Re to wife— 








ee oe income tax.— Warren v. Warren, CH.D., KEKEWICH, 
3., W.RB. 4 

4. Inhabited house Charity school 
et es 
B., Soy ara aetin nee ham, Governors, 
oe 


5. dling howe stables—‘“‘ to and 
occupie a ee house—48 Geo. £2 Se oo 
rule O14 & 15 Vict. c. 36, 


Act (41 Vict. o, 55), s. 13, sub-section pe pod ¥. ag cies Q.B.D., 
~ ys widhchg - ; Oe suciineil 
juty— 
Act, 1801 54 & ig Vie 30), mm 33 (1 82 (82) (b), 1 
v. Inland Commissioners, Q.B.D., 
See also Annuity. 


INSURANCE— 


1, Fire—Insarshle intenest—Transler of peapenty to Rochesiastion} 
Commissioners— Publication in London Gazette— Ecclesiastical 
Commission Act, 1868, ss. 3, "G.— Ecclesiastical Commissioners v. 
Royal Exchange Assurance Corporation, Q.B.D., §.J, 623 


2. Life—Benefit of wife and children— assurance com- 
pany— Lex loci contractue—Lex loci solutionis.— v. Wrigley, 
-— KEKEWICK, J., W.R. 572 


3. Life—Friendly Policy—Omission of name of person 
interested—14 Geo. 3, ¢, 48, 8. 2—13 & 14 Vict. c. 115, s. 2 (1).— 
Atkinson v. Atkinson, OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.3. 655 

4. Marine insurance—Collision—Ingurance against loss through 
collision with pier or similar structure—Vessel driven against toe 
of breakwater.—Union Marine Insurance Co. v. Borwick, Q.B.D., 


8.J. 625 
5. Marine Insurance—“ Hull and Warranted un- 
insured—Honour Disbursements—. t of war- 


. Marine insurance—P t— 
ling of charter—Delay caused by insured against—Termina- 
tion of adventure.—Jamieson Newcastle Steamship Insurance 
Association Arbitration, apr., W.R. 530 


INTERPRETATION ACT, 1889— 


See Will, 1 


JUDGMENT— 


See Practice, 8-10 


JUSTICES— 


1. A Recognizance—“ A court of summary jurisdiction” 
fare jariedtion Ack 1879 (42 & 43 Viet. 0.48), 8.3, sub- 


on Tinditiee of ‘bara yes panes oe a offence 
2. Limitation of time for 

—Jervis’s Act (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s, 11—Public Heath (London 

Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. o. 76), s. 5 (9).—Reg. v. Slade, Q.B.D., 

625 


See also Metropolis, 1 


LANDLORD and TENANT— 


1, Ricchuant wien Sipe peaten ange en eee 
—- CH.D ate ee Joo siege aa 
tiling ing all winged gems, hare, and rabbits” on farm land to @ 
. er than his landlord—Ground Game Act, 1880 (43 & 44 
ict. c. 47), 88. 1-3, xia v. Jackson, Q.B.D., 8.3. 451; W.R. 
479 

3. Lease— t for lease by edult and infant—Repndistion 


TaconacrofteaeP., WB, 564 or Sree 
4, Lease—Covenant not to except to responsible person— 


Consent of landlord—Vendor performance. 
— Douglas v. , CH.D. KEKEWICB, J., 8.J. 
5. Lease— covenant—Title to enforce building scheme 


—Change in — of estate—Injunction.— Brown v. Rose, CH.D. 


OHITTY, J., 8.J. 504 
‘ lease—Breach of covenant to keep in 
© eteny a ee 


~ Lease—Sub- Sinn d longer term—Assignment 
Reversion by estoppel. —Norri v. Oraig, 2.B.D., W.R. ann 


LANDS CLAUSES ACT— 


See Poor Law 4; Practice, 13; Solicitor, 6 


LEASE— 


See , 13; Gaming, 4; Landlord and Tenant, 3-7; 
Mortgage, 1 ; 9 ° 


1, Privi head constable 
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2. Publication of information open by statute to the public— 
Trade Protection Society—Information supplied by Government 







official inaccurate—Privilege—Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887 (50 
& 61 Vict. c. 57), ss. 4, 6, 7, 11, 12.—Reis v. Perry, 9.B.v., §.J. 
470 
See also Criminal Law, 3 
LIBRARY— 





See Inland Revenue, 2 


LICENSING LAW— 

Off licence—Sale of intoxicating liquors at a place not authorized 

by licence—Licensing Act, 1872, s. 3.—Pletts v. Campbell, a.8.D., 
8.J. 585 

See also Libel, 1 

LIMITATIONS, STATUTES of— 

on lands—Settlement of charge—Devise of lands charged 

to tenant for life of charge—Real Property Limitation Act, 1874 

(37 & 38 Vict. c. 57), s. 8.— England, Re, Steward v. England, cH.D. 


KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 491 
See also Copyholds 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 
1. Parish council—Election of parish councillors—Mode of 
questioning— Mandamus—Election petition— Powers of county 
council with respect to disputed elections—Demand for a poll by a 
candidate who is not an elector—Power of chairman—Functus officio 
—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), ss. 48 (3) (5), 
80 (1); Schedule I., Part 1, r. 7; Schedule I., Part 2, r. 1— 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 50), 8. 87.—Reg. 
v. Mills, 0.B.D., W.R. 445 
2. Public health — Building —New building—Wooden frame 
covered with corrugated iron—Public Health Act, 1875.— 
v. Cuckfield District Council, 9.B.D., §.J. 541 
3. Public Health—Paving ex -—A street not being a high- 
“ way repairable by the inhabitants at large—Liability of the 
frontager— Works done to the satisfaction of the urban authority— 
Public Heslth Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), 8. 150.—Barry v. 
Parry, 0.B.D., 8.J. 507; W.R. 504 
4. Quo Warranto—Treasurer to district council—Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 81, sub-section 1.—Reg. v. 
Wells, 0.B.D., 8.J. 585; W.R. 576 
5. Weights and measures—Validity of bye-law of county coun- 
cil as to the ete and carrying of correct weighing machines 
vendors of coal—Weights and Measures Act, 1889 (52 & 53 
ict. c. 21), s. 28.—Kent County Council v. Humphrey, a.B.D., 8.J. 
470; W.R. 506 
See also Arbitration, 1; Tramway, 3 


LUNACY— 

Practice—Transmission of record to Ireland—Percentage on 
clear annual income—Payment in Ireland—Remittance to England 
of sum for maintenance—Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Act, 1871 
(34 Vict. c. 22), ss. 109,114, 116—Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5 
ss. 107, 148, 149—Lunacy Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 65), 8. 27 Q} 
3)—Rules in Lunacy, 1892, r. 126.—Greham, Re, LUNACY, 

RK, 433 

See also Probate, 1 


MANDAMUS— 
8ee Local Government, 1 
MARGARINE— 
_ Bee Adulteration 
MARRIED WOMAN— 
1. Benkruptcy—Married woman carrying on a trade separately 
from her husband—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 
whe, 8. 1 (5).—Hdwardes, Re, Edwardes, Ex parte, BKOY., 






















































2. Release of reversionary interest—Election.—Harle v. Jarman, 
CH.D., NORTH, J., W.R. 618 

3. Restraint on anticipation—‘ Action or proceeding instituted ” 
—Costs of the opposite party—Married Women’s Property Act, 
1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), s. 2.—Hood Barrs v. Cathcart, Q.B.D., 
W.R. 560 

4. Will—Wills Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 26), s. 24—Married Women’s 

Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), s. 3.—Wylie, Re, Wylie v. 
Moffat, CH.D., ROMER, J., W.R. 475 
MASTER and SERVANT— 

1, Confidential relation—Manager—Using information acquired 
during service—Canvassing customers—Implied contract—Injunc- 
tion.— Robb v. Green, app., §.J. 653 

2. Confidential relation—Unfair use of information obtained 
during employment—Copies of entries in master’s books—-Copies 
as — compiled by master—Injunction.—Lowis v. Smellie, APP. 









3. Right of servant to delegate duty—Necessity—Opportunity of 








communicating with master—Liability for negligence of volunteer — 
—Agent of necessity.— Gwilliam v. Twist, arp., W.R. 566 

4. Scope of authority—Assault committed by servant in course 
of employment—Conviction of servant—Liability of master— 
24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, s. 45.—Dyer v. Munday, arp., W.R. 440 

5. Trade Union—Procuring dismissal of servant—Intention to 
ra a sl eg third person not to contract with plain- 
iff—Delegate of trade union—Lisbility of members of union for 
act of delegate.—Flood v. Jackson, aPP., W.R, 453 

See also Railway, 2 


METROPOLIS— 

1, Building line—House situate at the corner of two streets— 
Certificate of superintending architect—Finding as to situation of 
house—J ustices—Jurisdiction—Metropolis Management Act, 1862 
25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 75—London County Council (General 

‘owers) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 243), s. 28.—Allen v. London 

County Council, 9.B.D., 8.J. 624; app., §.J. 670 

2. Buildin , general line of—‘‘ Building, structure, or erection ” 
—Wall and advertisement hoarding— Metropolis Local Management 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 75.—Lavy v. London County 
Council, 9 B.D., 8.J. 472; app., S.J. 655 

3. Buildings—-Land laid out as a street for foot traffic— 
Metropolis Management and Buildings Acts (Amendment) Act, 
1882 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 14), ss. 7, 8.—London County Council v. 
Davis, 2.B.D., 8,J. 585; W.R. 574 

4. Drain—Sewer Nuisance—Metropolis Management Act, 1855, 
ss. 73, 83.—Kershaw v. Taylor, Q.3.D., §.J. 603 

5. Land taken compulsorily by vestry—Compensation assessed 
by a jury—Costs of landowner—Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act (57 
Geo. 3, c. 29)—Metropolis Management Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. 
c. 102), s. 73.—Reg. v. London Justices, Q.B.D., W.R, 590 

6. Paving expenses—Apportionment—Metropolis Management 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 77.—Metropolitan District Railway 
v. Fulham Vestry, Q.B.D., §.J. 541 

See also Adulteration. 


MORTGAGE— 


1. Colliery—Mortgage of leaseholds and fixtures—Implied mort- 
gage of colliery business—Receiver and manager—Mortgagee in 
ossession—Validity of instrument—Seal of company—Quorum of 
irectors not present.—Gloucester Bank v. Rudry Colliery Co., APP., 
W.R. 486 
2. Foreclosure—Form of order.—Biddulph v. Billiter-street 
Offices Co., CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 559 
8. Lease—Agreement for a lease—Receiver—Conveyancing Act, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 18.—Dundas v. Vavasour, CH.D. KEKE- 
WICH, J., 8.J. 656 
4. Redemption—Principal and agent—Deposit of title-deeds— 
Agent intrusted with title-deeds with authority to raise money on 
them—Agent exceeding authority.—Brocklesby v. Temperance Build- 
ing Society, H.1., W.R. 606 
See also Building Society, 2; Consent; Railway, 1; Trustee, 
2,3; Vendor and Purchaser, 3 


MORTMAIN-— 


See Charity, 2, 3 


NEGLIGENCE— 


See Bailment; Bankruptcy, 11; Contract, 1; County Court, 2; 
Master and Servant, 3; ilway, 2 


NUISANCE— 


See Metropolis, 4 


PARTNERSHIP— 


1. Assets—Interest of deceased partner—Goodwill.—Hunter v. 
Dowling, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 619 
2. Judgment against one partner—Judgment creditor—Execution 
—Order charging debtor’s interest—Right to account against 
other partners—Partnership Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 39), ss. 23, 
31.—Brown v. Hutchinson, No. 2, app., W.R. 545 
3. Separate liability of one partner—Judgment against such 
ee firm—Branch office in England—Receiver of 
ebtor’s interests in partnership assets—Partnership Act, 1890 (53 
& 54 Vict. c. 39), s. 23.—Brown v. Hutchinson, app., W.R, 533 


PENSION— 


1. Costs—Limitation of time—Judgment ordering guardians to 

y costse—Taxation—* debt, claim, or demand incurred or become 
a ”—Poor Law (Payment of Debts) Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. oc. 
49), s. 1.—West Ham Union v. St. Matthew, Bethnal Green, app., 
W.R. 419 

2. Rating—Docks—Docks in two or more pany inl aa of 
assessment—Statutory prohibition as to use of part of undertaking. 
—Sculcoates Guardians v. Hull Docks Co., 4.1., W.R. 623 
3. Rating—Exemption—Society instituted for the purposes of 
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science exclusively—Voluntary contributions—6 & 7 Vict. c. 36, s. 
1. ioe. Agricultural Society v. St. George's, Hanover-square, 
Q.B.D 557 

4. Rating—Land taken by promoters—Deficiency in assessment 
—Liability of promoters to make good defici —Deductions— 

—‘‘ Compounding ’—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 
Vict. c. 18), s. 1833—Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 
1867 (32 & 33 Vict. o. 41), s. 3—Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 70), s. 20.—St. Leonard’s, Shoreditch v. 
London County Council, 9.3.D., §.J, 589; W.R. 598 

5. Rating—Public- -house—Evidence as to takings in house— 
Admissibility.— Dodds v. South Shields Union, APP., 8. 467; W.R. 
532 

6. Settlement — Irremovability — Residence of wife — Divided 
Parishes and Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 61), 
s. 34.—West Ham Union v. Cardiff Union, @.B.D., WR. 424 


PRACTICE— 

1. Administration—Accounts—Order to deliver out of court— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 3.—Brown Re, Benson v. Grant, CH.D. 
KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 638 

2. Appeal—‘ Matters of practice or procedure”’—Jurisdiction of 
Divisional Court—Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), s. 1, sub-section 4.—McHarg v. Universal 
Stock Exchange, Q.B.D., §.J. 471; W.R. 464 

3. Costs—Petition—Summons—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 2, sub- 
rule (i.).—Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co., Re, Slater v. Slater, 
CH.D., KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 485 

4. Costs—Taxation—Party and party—Payable out of a fund or 
estate—One-sizth taxed off—Solicitor—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, 
r. 27 (38b).—Simmons v. Simmons, CH.D., CHITTY, J., §.J. 673 

5. Costs — Taxation — Scientific witness— Experiments.— Leon- 
hardt v. Hulle, cH.D., CHITTY, J., 8.J. 524 

6. Costs—Taxation— Witnesses’ expenses—Ord. 65, r. 27, (9), 
(20), (29), (37), and (38)—Photographs—Notice to admit.—Hast 
Stonehouse Board vy. Victoria Brewery Co., OH.D., NORTH, J., §.J. 
622, W.R, 585 

7. Discovery—Interrogatories—Sufficiency of answer — Legal 
Personal representative—Knowledge of solicitor and banker of 
testator—Inquiry of solicitor or banker.—Alliott v. Smith, CH.D., 
KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 597 

8. Execution—Appointment of receiver—Reversionary interest 
in real estate—Sale—Judgments Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. 112,— 
—_ Isaac), Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J, 671 

udgment—Interest not capable of being taken in execution 
ua & 2 Vict. c. 110—27 & 28 Vict. c. 112.—Hood Barrs v. Cathcart 
(No. 3), CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 586 

10. Judgment—Motion for judgment—Evidence by affidavit— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord, 27, r. 11.—Galt v. Dore, Q.B.D., . 624 

11. Liverpool Court of Passage—Ord. 14—A pplication—P 
Court Rules, 1876, r. 1.—Spelman, Ex parte, app., 8.J. 581; W. 
609 

12, Originating summons—Order made in pi i com- 
menced by originating summons—Service out of the jurisdiction— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 40; ord. 55, r. 35.—Cliffe, Re, Edwards 
v. Brown, APp., W.R. 436 

13. Payment out—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act—Costs of 
incumbrancers appearing to consent—Petitioners and mortgagor 
- loying the same solicitor.—Ruck’s Trusts, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
J. 601 

14. Sequestration—Order for transfer of Consols to sequestrator 
—Neglect to execute—Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1884 
47 & 48 Vict. c. 61, s. 14.—Hood Barrs v. Cathcart (No. 2), Q.B.D., 
J. 639 

15, Transfer—Commercial causes—Action commenced in Chan- 
cery Division—Judicature (Procedure) Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 
ay 8. 3.—Baerlein v. Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, app., 
8.J. 622 

16. Writ—Service—Leave to serve notice of writ out of Juris- 
diction—Motion to set aside—R,. 8. C., 1883, ord. 11, r. 1 (f).— 
English and American Machinery Co. v. Campbell Machine Co., 
OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J, 449 

17. Writ—Service out of jurisdiction—Application to set aside 
order—Ord. 12, r. 30—Judicature Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), 
8. 1.—Black v. "Dawson, App., W.R. 435 

18, Writ—Service out of the jurisdiction—Irregularity—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 11, r. 4; ord. 2, r. 5; ord. 70,r. 1.—Dickson v. Law, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 596 

19, Writ—Service—‘‘ Person carrying on business within the 
jurisdiction in a name other than his own name”—Defendant 
domiciled in Scotland—R, 8. C., 1883, ord. 48a, r. 11.—Mclver v. 
Burns, apr., 8.J. 638 
Bee also Company, 6 » Ty 185 yoy nd Court, 1-4; Injunction ; 

Lunacy ; Probate, 2; Railway, 4 ; Trustee, 4, 5 





bear yeti oe dires ovliggats ae in Great Britain— 


threatening proceedings against Injunction. 
A errechlor v. Hertz, CH.D, STIRLING, ieee SJ. 3 _ 


See also Company, 3; Mortgage, 4 
PRINCIPAL and SURETY— 


See Guarantee 
PROBATE— 
1, Administration— of sole administrator—Practice— 
Lanacy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 c. 5), 8. 116,—Cooke, In goods of, 


P.D. & AD.D., W.R, 428 

2. Practice—Proof in solemn form—Subsequent action—Know- 
ledge of prior proceedings—Right to intervene—Frivolous and 
vexatious action.— Young v. Holloway, P.D. & AD.D., W.R, 429 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Justices, 2; Local Government, 2, 3. 


Quo pan et 
Local Government, 1. 


RAILWAY— 

1. Debenture stock—Borrowing ae ties—M 
—Companies Clauses Act, 1863 7 ts 27 vie. @ T18) ss. 23, 
Railway Gon Hy AP Bd Act, 1867 ot ag & 31 Vict. c. 127), s. 4.—Mersey 
ae Co., 8.J. 


Ticket taken by servant— 
pede baenain ig to See oF master to sue.— Meus v. 


Great Eastern ye Oo., APP., 
3. Passenger traffic—Fare in excess of maximum.—Nicholson v. 
London, Chatham and Dover Railway Co., Q.B.D., 8.3, 486 
4. Practice—Application of of company’s moneys-Promotion of 
Bill in Parliament—Railway Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. 
c. 127), 8. 4.—Mersey away | 0o., Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 469 
See also County Court, 


RECEIVER— 
See Practice, 8; Tramway, 1, 2. 


SALE of GOODS— 

1, Agreement for hire—Possession of with consent of 
owner—Hire and hase ment—PI of — y Ae 
Factors Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 45), ss. 2, 9.—Helby v. Matthews, 
H.L., W.R. 561 

2. " Lien—Delivery—Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. o, 
71), s. 25.—Nicholson v. Harper, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 524; W.R. 
550 


SETTLED LAND— 

1. Improvements—Cost of where no prior scheme—Payment by 
tenant for life—Application for —— ~~ . < = moneys— 
45 & 46 Vick 0 3, 26—53 & 54 .—Tucher, Re, 

., 8.J. 502; W.R. 581 
“2. S08 Wn satloso bell ont tn hd 
plication as che he ge money—Powers of tenant for life—Discretion 
of trustees—Option—Consent Land Act, 1882 (45 
& 46 Vict. c. go ss. 33, 47.—Gee, Re, Pearson-Gee v. Pearson, CH.D. 
CHITTY, J., 8.J. 539 


§ 
1. Interest, rate of—Tenant for life—Remainderman —_ 
Income—Apportionment.—Goodenough, Re, Marland v. Williams, 


- 8.J. 

2. Volun settlement—Rectification—Intention—Satisfa ctory 
evidence—Oral evidence.—Bonhote v. Henderson, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
Bis by 502; APP., ade ie 580 

also Inland Revenue, 1; Limitations, Statutes of; 
momen, 2 


SHERIFF— 
See Bankruptcy, 11, 12; Company, 4 


sone 
—— Statutory limitation — 
Bp eco Merchant Shipping Act Amendment Act, 1862 
(E's ae Wak 6) Bi Sati The, P.D. & Av.D., W.R, 498 


Bill of Exceptions—Injury to cargo—. “in 
nwvigating the ship or iberwinn” ines 9 yt apt 
3. Contract to serve as seaman—Declaration of war by Govern- 
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SOLICITOR— 

’ 1, Attachment—Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 62), s. 4, 
sub-section 4.—Solicitor, A, Re, CH.D. NoRTH, J., W.R. 490 

2. Costs—Security for costs—Charging order—Solicitors Act, 
1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), s. 28.—Groom v. Cheesewright, CH.D. 
KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 475 

3. Costs—Taxation—Attendance of country solicitor on motion 
in London—Compromise.—Briton Ferry Local Board v. Rhondda 
Railway Co., CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 472 

4. Costs—Taxation—Debenture trust deed—Solicitors’ Remunera- 
tion Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—General Order, 1882, r. 2 (a) 
and (c), Schedule I., Part I.—Bircham & Co., Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
Jey 7 640 

5, Costse—Taxation—London agent and country solicitor—Offer 
to settle—Specific performance—Tenancy with right of pre-emption 
Sinaia Dtekarde v. Dunn, OH.D. KEKEWIOH. J., 8.J. 469 

6. Coste—Taxation— Purchase under Public Health Act—Sale by 
voluntary ment—Scale fee—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), s. 82—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 
44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—General Order under the Act, Schedule L, 

I., rule 11.—Burdekin, Re, app., 8.J. 542; W.R. 534 
7. Costs—Taxation after payment—Special circumstances—Pay- 
¢ under protest—Discretion of court—Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 
Vict. c. 73), s. 41.—P—— and M—~-, Re, on.D. cutTry, J., §.J. 


8. Misconduct—Improper advice as to investment of trust 
moneys.—Solicitor, A, Re, Incorporated Law Society, Ex parte, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 486 

See also Practice, 4, 13 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE— 
Discretion of court—Agreement to compromise action—Material 
fact—Non-disclosure by party to agreement.—T7'urner v. Green, 

CH.D, CHITTY, J., 8.J. 484; W.R, 537 
See also Landlord and Tenant, 3; Solicitor, 5; 


Purchaser, 5, 6 


STOCK EXCHANGE— 
See Gaming, 2, 3 


THAMES CONSERVANCY— 
Lighterman’s apprentice—Vessel of over fifty tons burden— 


Vendor and 


a of same—‘‘ One competent man on board and one man 
in 


dition ’—Bye-law 16 of the Thames Conservancy—Water- 
men’s and Lightermen’s Amendment Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 
133), ss. 54 and 80, and bye-law 35 made under that Act.—Gosling 
v. Newton, 0.B.D., W.R, 559 : 


TRADE-MARK— 
istration—‘‘ Fancy Word not in common use ”—‘‘ Shakspere” 
cigare—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vict. c. 57), 8. 64, sub-section (i.) (c.).— Banks’ Trade-Mark, oH.D., 
CHITTY, J., 8.J, 638 


TRADE UNION— 
See Master and Servant, 5 


TRAMWAY— 

1, Debenture-holder—Receiver and manager—Sale of undertak- 
ing—Winding up—Tramways Act, 1870 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 78), 8. 44 
ae , a anies Act 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 199.—Marshail v. 
South Staffordshire Tramways Co., apr., W.R. 469 

2. Debenture-holders’ action—Receiver and manager appointed 
—Non-compliance by company with order by petty sessions en- 
forcing ties for non-repair of rails—Enforcing same by dis- 
tress anc sale—Tramways Act, 1878, s. 56.—Pegge v. Neath Tram- 
ways Co., CH.D., NORTH, J., 8.J. 622 

3 Local authority—Purchase of part of tramway—Tramways 
Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 78), 8. 43.—-North Metropolitan Tramway 
Co. v. London County Council on.D., ROMER, J., 8.J. 505, W.R, 552 


TRUSTEE— 
1. Appointment of new trustee—Retiring trustee—Trustee Act, 
1893 (66 & 57 Vict. c. 53), 8. 10, sub-section (4).—Cutler, Re ; 
’ Trusts, Re, arp., 8.J. 484 

Incumbrance—Priority—Assignments by beneficiary under 
derivative will—Stop order in suit administering original wil]— 
Notice to trustee of derivative will—Ward of court—Marriage 
without consent — Post-nuptial settlement — Consideration. — 

it a ag v. Green, Green v. Knight, arr., §.J. 448; W.R. 465 
. Settlement—Transfer of mortgage to trustees—Insufficient 





~ pecurity—Negligence—Recovery of damages by settlor—Right of 
trustees to clai 
OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J, 524 


such damages.— Macleod, Re, Mills y. Macleod, 


4. i making no order as to costs—Eiffect ¢ 
on trustee’s right to retain—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 1.—Hodg 
kinson v. Hodgkinson, arr., 8.J. 468; W.R. 594 

5. Vesting order—Request to trustee to transfer stock—Refr 
of trustee to transfer within twenty-eight days after request—Pef 
tion presented within twenty-eight days—Jurisdiction to heap 
petition—Liability of trustee for costs— Act, 1893 (56 & 87. 
Vict. c. 53), ss. 35 (1) (ii.) (d), 383—Judicature Act, 1890 (53 & 5H 
Vict. c. 44), 8, 5.—Know’s Trusts, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH. J., W.R, 440 

6. Vesting order—Will of surviving mortgagee disputed—Un. 
certainty as to personal representative—Trustee Act, 1893, s. 29 (e),) 
Cook's Mortgage, Re, OH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 461 
See also Settled Land, 2; Will, 12 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 


1. Conveyance in trust for sale and deed of family arrangement—_ 
Registration—Objection to title—Deeds of arrangement Act, 1887, 
—Samson and Schreiber’s Contract, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8,J. 504 

2. Gavelkind—Enfeoffment by infant—Insufficient consideration, © 
—Maskell and Goldfinch’s Contract, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §,J,” 
601; W.R. 620 q 

3. Land sold subject to incumbrance—Future interests in incum- | 
brance—Jurisdiction of court to discharge incumbrance—Convey- 
ancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 5.—Freme’s Contract, Re, 7 
CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 473 

4. Misleading plan attached to particulars.—Zindsay and Forder’s 
Contract, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 449 

5. Power of rescission by vendor if requisition not withdrawn— 
Bond fides in exercise of such power—Wilful delay in rescinding’ 
pending negotiations with another person—Specific performance— | 
— of deposit.—Smith v. Wallace, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R, ” 
6. Specific performance — Condition restricting objections to title 7 
Bad holding title—Discovery of aliunde—Deposit—Right to return 
— se go App., §.J. 621 

also Bankruptcy, 13; Gaming, 4; Burial; Com ae 
Landlord and Seeank, rj 4 — 


WEIGHTS and MEASURES— 
Use for purposes of trade—Weights and Measures Acts, 1878 (41 
& 42 Vict. c. 49), 8, 19, and 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 21), s. 1.—Crick 7 
v. ‘Theobald, 9.B.D., §.J. 560 
See also Local Government, 5 


WILL— 

1. Accumulations—Primarily liable to be laid out in the pur- 
chase of land—To be deemed capital moneys under Settled Land 
Acts—Validity—Accumulations Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 58)— 
Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 63).—Danson, Re, Danson 
v. Bell, cH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 557 

2. Accumulations—Vested interest payable in future—-Charities | 
—Surplus income—Thellusson Act (39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 98).— | 
Wharton v. Masterman (Harbin v. Masterman), H.L., W.R. 446 

3. Construction—Absolute gift—Precatory trust—‘‘I wish them 
to bequeath.” —Hamilton, Re, Trench v. Hamilton, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
J., W.R. 461; app., 8.J. 524; W.R, 577 

4, Construction— Blended fund — Realty and personalty — 
Legacies—Rateable payment.— Boards, Re, Knight v. Knight, OH.D. 
NORTH, J., W.R. 472 

5. Construction—Gift to ‘‘all and every the children, their heirs, 
and assigns ”—Joint tenancy or tenancy in common,— Binning v. 
Binning, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 622 

6. Construction—Gift to first and second cousins—First cousins 
once removed.—Glasier v. Foyster, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., §.J, 656 

7. Construction—Issue living—Child in ventre sa mere.—Burrows, 
Re, Cleghorn v. Burrows, OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 656 

8. Construction—Survive—Live after.—Delany v. Delany, OH.D. 
CHITTY, J., 8.J. 468 

9. Conversion—Specific devise of real estate—Lease of same by 
testator, with option of purchase—Option exercised after testator’s 
decease—Destination of purchase-money.—Pyle, Re, Pyle v. Pyle, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R, 420 

10. Devise of land to persons entitled under statute of Distribu- 
tions.—Kuhne v. Hudson, 0H.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 468 

11. Life interest—Forfeiture clause—Liable to be deprived— 
Bankruptcy—-Annulment.—Otway, Re, Otway v. Otway, OH.D. 
STIRLING, J., §.J. 449; W.R. 501 

12. Trust for sale—Power to postpone—Profits of business pend- 
ing sale—Direction as to interim income—Capital or income— - 
Crowther, Re, Midgley v. Crowther, oH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 571 

also Annuity; Infant, 1, 2; Married Woman, 4 








